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| Aving heard, with whatSolemnity, 
you were pleas d, to give your 
publick Thanks to the Right Re- 


verend Author, for the D I S- 
COURSE, of which I here preſume to 
lay before you my private Thoughts. 1 can- 
not tell | how the Parable of the Loft Sheep 
came into my Mind; I began to think, how 
the good Man was tranſported with Foy, when 
he found the poor Creature. And unable to 
contain the flowing Paſſion, gave Notice to 
his Friends, to come and rejoyce with him. 

A 3 When 


Y 
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Men One deſerted your Committee, and 
gave your Reſolutions into wicked Hands. 
Tou alas] gave him for loſt. (For I take you 
zo be in Effect the ſame Houle with the for- 
mer) But he no ſooner returns with theſe ge- 
nuine Fruits of Repentance; but you congra- 
tulate each other, and embrace him, as ha- 
ving merited, by going aſtray. | 


'Tis thought indeed, you admire not ſo much 
the Work, cenftder'd ſimply; or in it ſelf ; 
as the happy Change of Mind, ſo legible in it. 


But, if you miſappreheniling, as tis ſaid, 
the good Service deſign d the Church, it har 
Semblance of Perfidie, (andwhich was right-= 
ly underſtood by the . pious L—H W—t—n) 
reproach d and condemn'd him withont -Rea- 
ſon. Iis but juſt (if you took this Occaſion ) 
to Approve aud Applaud what he has done a- 
miſs for the ſame Reaſon. Becauſe it may be 
the Privilege of the Chair to Low hot and 
cold, | 


Here indeed, are ſome humerous Fallacies 
and Prety Flirts of ill Nature, ſuitable to 
the 
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the Genius of the Times. But here are alſo, 
(under the Roſe be it ſpoken) many other things 
| faid, nat very Pious, nor very Orthodox. 
As, that bare Drinking to the Memory of 
a Perſon dead, is the moſt profound My- 
ſtery of the Goſpel, and the Foundation 
of our whole Chriſtianity. pag. 10. 27, 
29. 41, Thar it is become in it ſelf and 
in its own Nature a Sacramental Action, 
now under the Goſpel, tho' done neither 
in the ſame Manner, vor towards the ſame 
Olject, nor with the ſame Circumſtances, 
The Wine not conſecrated, &c. Tet being 
ſo doxe, is allo in it ſelf ſinful, now under 
the Goſpel, That of all other Actions in 
this Sacrament, this one only of drinkin 
Wine, has Chrift chofen to himſelf, ro 
perpetuate the Remembrance of him. pag. 
26: And the it be tepoated Ten Thouland 
a Million of Times, where and how you 
pleaſe; tis the ſame Action ſtill. That 
very one ſingle Action, contecrated to the 
Memory of Chriſt, p. 28. That the very 
Eſſence of the Euchariſtical Sacrafice eon- 
liſts in that Action, p. 8. As to the other 
Sacrament of Baptiſm, That the Eſſence of 
that does not conſiſt in baptizing Perſons with 
5 | | Water, 
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Water, zn the Name of the Father, &c. ac- 
\ cording to the Doctrine of our Church; but in 
the Admiſſion of Perſons into a Viſible Bo- 


ay. p. 15. 


Two or three of us, poor Country Curates, 
having read and ponder'd theſe things in our 
Thoughts, we were at'firſt doubtful, . whether 
ſome new Revelations might not have been 
made to his L—d—p, which, Tou aſſembled 
together might alſo have had communicated 
Zo You, unknown to HS. And if not, whether 
your Time was not ſo much taken up with Cares, 
which more nearly concern d your Copy-Holds ; 
that you had not Leafure, or Opportunity to 
read or examine this Treatile. However af- 
ter ſome ſhort Pauſe, reaſoning more .cloſely 
of the Matter, -we thought our ſelves able to 
ſolve the Phenomenon, and ſatisfie our own 
Conſciences. | 


_ Tet, I find ſome ſpleenitick, tho ſincere 
Chriſtians are not inclin'd to make Allowances 
for #hoſe ſecular Divertions, where the Ho- 
our of Truth, and Religion is concern d. And 
can hardly be diſſwaded from ſuſpecting your 
Authority, as the Church Repreſentatiye, in 
matters Faith, and Clrifian dre, 
eV 
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They have heard, they ſay, of pack'd 
Councils, and of the infallible Spirit, coming 
on Occaſion from Rome in a Cloat: bag. Theſe 
tbings have made them ſuſpicious, I m afraid, 
beyond Remedy: So that when they ſee a 
Man diſtinguiſh himſelf by nothing, but Words 

full of Zeal jor the Church, they caunot for- 
bear throwing a Cardinal's Cap in his Teeth. 


I cannot therefore hit upon a more effettual 
May, (tho it be ſomewhat too Chriſtian) to 
diſpoſſeſs em of theſe Prejudices, and give the 
World a Specimen of ſomewhat like Sinceri- 
ty ; than by publickly Revoking your Thanks, 
and to remove the great Offence given Us 
Little Ones, Aut horitatively require his Lom 


p to Necaut, and Abj ure theſe Pofitions, 


as Impious and Heretical. For I have no more 
Reaſon to beconcern'd for the main Argument 
than any of you. 


But, if he rather chuſes, like the good old 
Biſhop, to ſtick to his Romantick Whimſie,and 
out of Paternal Affection undertake the Guar- 
dianſhip and Defence of it; let him by no 
means want any Aſſiſtance in ſo momentous an 
Affair, FRO SITS 


| 4 
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Aud beeauſe the Roſteructan P rinciples te 
— than Ancillari Theologiæ Miſticæ, it 
is in my Opinion aduiſable, with the Jeni 
Cabxla, to conſult Parocelſus, Vanhelmanr, 
and other great Adepts Or inſtead of them 
all, the living Oracle of al UninteligibleSci- 
ences, the, Revd. Member who firſt mov'd the 
Houſe, te Conn his L—— * ER 
Ar. N C—1—n, nu of 
K 4 — e. For theſe 1 conceive, 
will be much more ſerviceable i in this Centre 
werfee than the e or n 
8 | 
7 he Method [ * talen to come at the 
Trath in this Diſe ute, and ſet the Author's 
Errors, and Fallacis, as. / take them to le, 
(not Myſterious) in the open Light, is, 


3 confider the true State of the Queſtion, 
and clear it of all Profaneſs and Ambi- 


Suity. 


II. Zo meigh the Force of bis pretended Ar- 
guments, for the Affirmative of the 
Queſtion, as he calls it, and ſbew hom 
weak and inconcluſive they are. III 
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III. 4nd laſtly, obſerve with all poſſible. 


Defference to his L a 


ps 


Character, one or two Things by way of © 


Taference from the Air and Tendency of 


the whole Diſcourſe. Not doubting of 


Tour Favour, ſo far as I have Truth on 
my Side, and you a Zeal for nothing elſe. 


But be the Succeſs what it will, this I 
make bold to ſay for my ſelf, with all Chriſtian 
Sincerity : That ] have not taken upon me to 
oppoſe his 1— 4 —5 for the Laurel, 
ſo much in Faſhion, nor to recommend my ſelf 
to the Genius of the Age, for Promotion. 


Theſe Views I freely give up to my Lord, 
and the Polite Divines, who flutter in ſoft 
Raiment, about Kings Palaces. For 7 am a 
Chriſtian, and contend only for the Truth and 
Honour of what, Tas really believe, as I pub- 
lickly profeſs. In the Defence of which, I 


am ready to ſuffer, and (if it be the Will of 


God) to die. 
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ot the STATE of the 2 


aus TON 


| WH — — & H E Queſtion I am now to = 


to, ſays the Biſhop, is this. 


W GT: Drinking to the 4 
4 the Dead, excepting, only, to the Memory of 
's ſus Chriſt, is. an Action in it ſelf Sinful, now 
s under the 55 I'? And, whether the Cuſtom of 
« Drinking to the Memory of a departed Monarch vs 
«'ſoip particular. 2 Which is at leaſt Two Que: 
ſtions io expreſs terms; one in Theſi, the othet 
in Mpot heſi. For tho one may be implied in 
the other, as ſeveral Particulars ate in one Gene- 
ral Notion; ; yet one with diſtinguiſhing Cir- 


cumſtances in Morality, and exprefly mentioned, 
muſt be allowed ſomewhat different trom the 
common crowd of Particulars. There may in- 
deed have been but one in his Intention, which 
ifit can be put out of countenance, he cares 
not what becomes of the other, that 's made to 


ſtalk dete it. 
This 
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This Queſtion it ſeems, he is zow to ſpeak to. 
It was not ſeaſonable beſore, and his L=d—p 
as all other Wife Men, does every thing in its 
proper Time; tho” he be no Time- ſerver, Who 
ſays he is? Iis true! he” might have ſpoke to it, 
when the young Maſter of Arts, was — 


far drinki M of. 
eee Ji er. oo 55 
1 evident, 


then was not nom, nor 55 of 
5. dus ugg and dorm; nt till che Thank{civing.Day 
r the, Peace; and then it awdke to Judgment, 
to the C Confufſon of all, Hd drank the e&xecrable 
Health: Yet W8S, kept i in 7 the Fourth 
of. buember laſt, when! appear'd with” Terror 
0 the Clergy call'd 8 0 not to che 
Nation, till Is moment the Way Was cleat to 


And he prop poſes modelty 995 to ſpeak to it, 
being alham! as he we ould. have us beſieve, 
to make a Queſtio ion of a | Sole: Evident Trath, 
did -not the preſent Wickediieh and Impiety 
of ſome pretended Chriſtians require it, i. e. 
make no Queſtion of it. And therefote to the 
great Mortification of all Men i in their ſenfes, or 
who have a Reverence for holy things, he very 
caſuiſticaly reſolves it in the Affirmative; Having 
firſt conceived it in ſuch words, as never Man 
.did before, and which it never enter'd into the 
| Heart of Man, except his own, to concelve : For, 


16. 


— 
© 
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151 f. He here under equi- vocal Terms, con- 
founds Two Things in their Nature, as different 
as Heaven and Earth, and makes oem but One. 
mean, Drinking to the Memory of any indiffe- 
rent. Perſon deceas'd ; and Drinking in the Sa- 
crament of the Lord's Supper, in Remembrance 
of Our Bleſſcd Lord. Which I dare fay, wou'd 
not be look d upon in any One living, except 
his L—-d--p';' an Argument: of the Sincerity 
of his Intentions, or of the Clearneſs of his 
Judgment, or of the Devotion of his Heart. 
For is Drinking ('as for what I know; has been 
always Cuſtomary) to the Memory of Worthy 
Perſons, when Dead, any thing more than a ci- 


VII Retpett paid em in ſuch a way as they are 


capable of 2 Is an Health, as we call it, any 


Thing more than 4 common Form, wherein we 


-expteſs our Eſteem; or Value of Perfons, if pre- 
ſent, by Drinking to their Health; if Abſent or 
Dead, to their Memory? But Drinking of the 
Holy Cup in Rerhembrarice of Chriſt, (which 
ought — be ſpoke of but with the greateſt 


Veneration) according to his o poſſitive In- 


ſtiturion, the moſt Solemn Act of the Chriſtian 


Worſhip. But, what is there common in theſe 


| Addons 2 What one Circumſtance do they agree 
in, except the Matter, which is Drinking 2— 
The Objects they are directed to, are very dit- 
ferent; the Ends, to which they are deſign'd, 
very different ; the Manner wherein they are 

B 2 per- 
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perform d, very different; and in a Word, all 
other Circumſtances What then, in God's Name, 
can make em One 2 Has my Lord forgot that 
moral Actions, Specificantur ab Objecto, ts Fine 
Principals, &c. Tho' materialy, or phiſtcaly 
the ſame, become Good or Evil, according to the 
Intentions of the Agent; the Ends to which 
they are deſigned; or the Object to which they 
are directed; with other Circumſtances; and, 
therefore muſt be different, according to the 
-Diverſity of Theſe. 57 
24h. Therefore, in confounding theſe Adtions 
in plain, be makes no Difference between Our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and any other Perſon dead. 
Not Conſidering, that tho” Our Lord dy'd like 
other Men, yet continues not in the State of 
the Dead, like them. But being viſibly Riſen 
from the Dead, and taken, up into Heaven, there 
- Sits on the Right Hand of God. 
34h. Therefore, as Chriſt is here compre- 
| hended under the common Notion of a Perſon 
dead; ſo likewiſe of a mere Man: Which I be- 
lieve his L—d—p did not deſign; (yet, that 
he knows will not ſimply excuſe for the Fat, ) 
I which is an impious Diminution of his Honour: 
| | For tho' He be perfect Man, He is God alſo; 
1 and now, that He's exalted and glorify'd inHea- 
i ven, to be conſider d and approach'd, as indeed 
He is, God. And therefore, to rank or con- 
ce ive Him, as in the common Croud of * 
es 
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dead, is fo far from becoming a Chriſtian Biſhops 
that a Poor Layik, in pious Times, wou'd r 
ſufferr'd no ſmall Pennance for it. 

Therefore to ſpeak my Thoughts very plaſn] 1. 
I cannot think the Queſtion put in theſe Words, 
leſs profane than the Expreſſion ofa certain Pre- 
tended Biſhop, ſomewhat more near the Mr. 
thern Pole than his L—d.—p; who celebrating 
this Sacrament, ſaid to the next,-o're his Left 
Thumb; Here Brother, here's remembring our 
abſent Friend, Jeſus Chriſt, Which Familiarity, 
the honeſt Lay-Man was ſo much offended ar, 


that he immediately withdrew, withour Pledg- 


ing his Paſtor, as Pm inform d. IT He be abſent, 

leid he, I bave no Buſmeſs here, Jetus Chriſt is 
God, and to turn the Sacrament into a profane 
Health, or open a Way into the Minds of car- 
nal Perſons, to conſider or fancy it as ſuch, is of 
ſuch impious Conſequence; and an Indication 6f 
ſo unſanctify'd an Imagination, as I am ſure-few 
good Chriſtians will envy his . the A 
dit of its Wit and Novelty. P. 18. 8 

I therefore beg Leave to lay the Eaceptia 

aſide ; and that the Queſtion may at pteſent ſtand 
thus. Whether the cuſtomary Way of Drinking to 
the Memory of the Dead is in it ſelf ſinful, wow unden 
the Goſpel? Yet, here I muſt oblerve, that an Acti- 
on in it ſelf ſinſul, muſt have been ſo before the 
, Goſpel. For this does not alter the Nature of mo- 


ral Actions, nor make Attions ſinful in themſelves 
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which were not ſo before. But that this Action 
was not ſo in it ſelf before the Gofpel, 4 thus 
5 in his d — p' Stile. 

Our Lord Jeſus Chriſt n any 


Aon j in it felf finful. to Hjm#lt. 0:::33] 


But, He bas approptiated. the Action of 
Drinking to the Memory of the Dead to his own 
Perſon ; Ergo, that Action is not in i ſeli ſinful. 
His LA knows this is a good Syllogiſm 
in Celarent the Minor is his Lordſhip's; atid 
the Major, I fancy he'll not deny. 5 

But, to ſpeak honeſtly, and to vulgar Capaei- 
ties; I believe few Men in their Senſcs ; therefore 
not my Lord, will maintain that the bare Action 
of Drinking is in it ſelf ſinful. Becauſe natural 
or neceſſary; nor of Courſe, to tack a few 
barmleſs'Words to it, to keep up Converſation 


and Friendſhip; or preſerve the Memory of 


abſent or deceas'd Friends in our Minds. Such as, 
Here's to the Memory of — not forgetting — For 
are not theſe Forms as inoffenſive and unexcepti- 
nable, as viſible Signs, Pictures. Statues, Poems, 
Ec. which my Lord grants, may be lawfully 
us'd. P. 5. And what if we ſhou'd add to 
theſe; as we think they deſerve the Characters of 
Pious, Gloriows, Immortal; are they worſe in an 
Health, than in an Ode, or S:rmon, or Pana- 
yrick ? 
And truly bateing the Rigour of the Soleciſm; 


this is ſuppos'd by the limitting Clauſe, now 
under 


71 
under the Goſpel: ; which implies, the Afton was 
not in it ſelf ſin ful before the Goſpel, or to them 
who are not under it, ( more than according 
to another profound Lace Man, their Souls 
were immortal) but made ſo by ſome poſſiti ve 
Precept of the Goſpel. 

But as it is in. it ſelf no finful Action, I am 
far from ſuppoſing i it to he in it ſelf. vertuous or 


god Tis plainly of thoſe Actions, which are 


ſaid to be in their own Nature indifferent; and 
only become Good or Bad, as they happen to be 
circumſtantiated, Thus, to Drink an Health, 
as 'tis call'd) in Memory of Queen Elizabeth. 
ing Charles I, or King William III. as is uſual, 
intending no more by it, than to celebrate the 
Glories of their Reigns, the Benefits we derive 
from 'em; or their own Royal Perſonal Vertues, 
can be look'd upon as nothing worſe than an Ex- 
preſſion of Loyalty, and Gratitude, as far as 
Dead Princes have a Right to either: And there- 
fore to condemn it, as an Action in it ſelf ſinful, 
as it can proceed from nothing more than a diſ- 
order'd Head, or a corrupt Heart; can be atten» 
ded truly with no good Conſequence, but to fill 
weak Minds with Superſtitious Fears; and if it 
were poflible, binder Poſterity from Arch 
Her Preſent Majeſty's Royal Vertues, and the 
Glories of Her Happy Reign. But This, I no 
more ſuſpect is my Lord's Intent, than that 
there will ariſe any Biſhop i in future Reigns, 0 
voi 


ki 81 
void of Senſe, or Piety, or Loyalty, as to res 
vive his Do#rine. 
On the contrary to drink to the pious memo- 
ry of Balf or Sorrel,is a very impious Action The 
former as fi ignifying our Approbation of the Vil- 
lain's Robberies. as equal in merit to the Victo- 
ries ofthe Greateſt General of his Age; the other 
becauſe contrary to all the ſentiments of Honour 
and Humanity, they rejoyce in that unhappy ac- 
cident which haſten'd the Death of a Great 
Prince; and aſcribe Merit, to a very Brute, tho“ 
not ſo Brutal, as they who drink it, My Lord 
indeed did once as it became his Character, with 
Juſt Reſentment puniſh the Perſon, who firſt in 
Contempt of the Glorious Memory propos'd the 
former, nor will any one ſay, he repents u hat he 
then did. Tho'this Diſcourſe looks as if it were 
defignd to appeaſe the Criminals Ghoſt, or at 
leaſt the Reſentments of his living Friends, ſound- 
ing out with perpetual Noiſe and Clamour, the 
Rigour of the never to be forgotten Sentence. 
But tho' I am far trom looking upon the G/o- 
2 ious Memory to be like theſe, a wicked Health; 
yet ſhould I not look upon it more juſtifiable, if 
(as1s ſuggeſted, with equal Reaſon and Charity) 
it had the leaſt tendency to leſſen that great Vene- 
ration and Eſteem we ought to have, for our truly 
Pious and Glorious QUEEN. But if on the 
contrary it directly tends to promote both, as 1 


am Perſwaded it does, then will all Men ask, 
where 


[9] 


I where) is the Loyalty of thoſe who write againſt 
it, and condemn it. For was it not K. Wm 
clear'd Her'way to the Throne, and left Her in 
the Quiet Poſſeſſion of it? To drink then to 
his Memory is in Effect to celebrate Her Coro- 
nation, and recognize Her Title in oppoſition to 
Papiſts and Jacobites, who alone diſpute it. And 
"therefore not daring to flie directly in Her Face, 
yent all their Diſaffeftion and Malice on him 
"that's Dead; which they may do they think with 
- moſt Safety and Impunity, knowing, at the ſame 
- Time, that the more they can prevail on Men 
to ſuſpe&t his Title, it will in Conſequence affect 
Hers. And therefore to aſſert his Right, and 
preſerve his Memory from Reproach and Oblo- 
quy directly tends to promote that Veneration 
every one ought to have for the beſt of 27) EENS, 
and eftabliſh Her Government. 

I ſhall not preſume with his L—-d—p to ſeann 
the Councils of Providence ſo nicely, as to ſay 
the Wiſdom of God could not have ſet the 
Queen on the Throne and eftabliſh'd her Title 
by other Methods as advantagionss ; but this I 
dare ſay, with ſubmiſſion to his L—-d—p's more 
profound Penetration, rhat what God does, not 
what vain Man imagines, is always beſt. And 
cannot for my part ſay, how we ſhould have come 
at Q. Anne, had it not been for K. W——n, 
more than how we can now get out of the Foggs 
and Darkneſs of Winter into the Warmth and 

Serenity 
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Serenity. ofthe: Summer Solſtice, otherwiſe than 


+ "thro' the ſtruggle between Heat and Cold in the 
Spring. But becauſe we rememher how ſcaſog- 


able and welcome, this was; will any ove ſay, 
this tends to leſſen our Veneratjon for the Sum- 
mer's Sun? Envy may ſuggeſt it, but one who 


makes uſe of his Senſes, will neyer believe it. 


This I own is a Digteſſion not uſual in caſy- 
iſtical and polemick Diſcourſes, but I'm led into 
it by a venerable Precedent, where ſuch Inci- 
dents, are the chief Arguments; and without 
which it would be Inſipid, it would be Loa hſom 
to all, To return therefore to the Queſtion if 


then the preciſe, Action of Drinking ts the M.mory 


of a Dead Perſon, be not in it ſelf ſinful, but in 


its Nature indifferent; then the Queſtion, 4s 
here expreſs'd, is not only Profane, as has been 
obſerv'd, but likewiſe Illogical and Inſidious. 


For, as it cannot univerſaly be Affirm'd, no more 


can it uni verſaly be Deny'd ; one cannot ſay ab- 
ſolutely that it is ſinful, no more can it be ſaid 
in all Cafes and Inſtances to be lawful; one can't 
ſay it is lawful to drink to the Memory of the Dead, 
it by the Dead is meant all or every one that 
is dead, taken collectively or diſtributively, but 
as of ſome; that is of Good or Well-deſerving 
Perſons : For it Is not juſtifiable to ſpeak in the 
Praiſe of ill Perſons as ſuch ; becauſe this is to 
give Vice what is only due to Vertue, 


To 


(1 1 
To avoid all Caption then, the Queſtion onght 
to be put, whether to drink to the Memory of any 


that are dead, be finful ro us Chriſtians, or under 
the Goſpel-Diſpenſation ? And then the later Que- 
ſtion would be impertinent, as being included in 
the general, for if it be ſinful to drink to the Me- 
mory of any Deceas'd Perſon, then of courſe, of a 
Departed Monarch, whether he means Q. Eli. 
zabet h, or K. Charles I. or K W-—m of Blefled 
Memory. ; 
This then being the true State of the Queſtion 

I ireely grant his L—d--p, That it is not whether 
we may have an honourable Opinion of Great and 
Worthy Perſon ; for this we can't often help. Nor 
whether we are to be not affetied to the Revolution. 
For this many ſay, who perhaps would be thought 


to think otherwiſe. Nor whether we ought to ho- 


nour the Memory of K. Wm by detacing his 
Statue, and refuſing this Health; vor whet ber 
drinking is à Sacrament ? Becauſe it is profane to 
imagine it, nor bet her we may remember an abſent 
Friend, whether He or She, nor a great many 
things more which have as much Relation to the 
Queſtion. IK. 

I ſhall therefore add but one thing more for 
the Benefit of thoſe poor unfortunate Chriſtians, 
who have never been at the Colleges, nor infiru. 
Aed in the Forms, wherein Freſh- men's Queſtions 
are uſually 'fix'd on the Hall Door with a 
Ng or att Af——- tail'd to them, be it 

| * | known 
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known therefore unto all ſuch,” that the 4 
affixd to this Queſtion, as propos'd by his 
L——d—p, ſigniſies that his I dp 
holds the Aſſirmative of it; and is ready to 
maintain Opponentibus quibuſlibet, as a Profefſor 
in Theology ; i. e. againſt all Mankind; whether 
Jews, Turks, Infidels, or Hereticks, or even againſt 
all good Orthodox Chriſtians, that to Drink to 
the Memory of any dead Per ſou, is in it ſelf ſinful ; 
or rather (as I wou'd have it put) is a Sin zow 
under the Goſpel. A Sin, he pronounces it, of an 
enormous and gygantick Size. P. 3. An impious 
Profanation of that very Action, which is con ſecra- 
ted to the Memory of Chriſt alone: An horrid Abuſe 
ofthe Euchariſt, a Deſecration of it, of a Guilt of 
a much deeper Dye; (becauſe to the Memory of the 
Dead) and of a more abomizable Nature than Pro- 
fanation and Sacriledge, | 
And with all, þ glaringhy true, (tho? he be the 
Firſt that ever diſcover'd it to be ſo) that to 
unprejudic d Per ſons it requires no Proof; and that 
if he had flouriſh'd in good Times, or in any 
other Age, than the Preſent ; the very Propoſing 
it wou d have ſtartled all good Chriſtians ; ( who 
hitherto never ſcrupled doing it on Occaſion ) 
they won d immediately ſay, (not have ſaid ) that 
his Lordſhip was going about to demonſtrate a ſel f 
evident Truth, which ne body doubted : He wou'd 
have met with no other Return, but, Who denies 
it? And that it will certainly come about to this 
| again, 
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ain, (i. e. the next Plantonick Revolution) 
when ever Truth and Zoyalty ſhall Triumph over 
4 and Faction; which it ſeems his L—d- 
at preſent, thinks they do not; nor ever wilh, 
till he have the ſole Power to Reform the World. 
For can it be in better re it now is, ex- 
cept his L | | 


PEP“ 


II. Let us now conſider by what Arguments 
de proves this momentous Article, and demon- 
ſtrates us all abominable Sinners, Certainly they 
ate no leſs than Se/f-evident, ſince the Affirmative 
.of the Nueſtion is ſo; nor can any think leſs 
juſtifie theſe terrible Denunciations, : and ſevete 
Cenſures, from the Mouth of a Chriſtian Biſhop, 
Certainly he does not condemn us All, as guilty 
of Profaneſs, and Idolatry, and Diſtoyalty, Wiek 
out ſufficient Ground. 
But is not his Authority enough? To expelt 
more can proceed from nothing, more than want 
% a pious Zeal for Religion, and a Spirit of 
Faction and Infidelity, peculiar to this — How- 
ver, he is pleas'd to condeſcend to our Weak- 
neſs, and Prejudice, c. He proves irrefragably 
_ this infallible; ſelf-evident Truth. How! not by 
any expreſs Command, not by a more ſel f evident 
Principle. 'Fer all the Logick in the World cars 
furniſn him with either. But by a Medium, 
equally - ſelf-evident; by an Inferrence _ a 
ext 
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Text underſtood, as no Man ever underſtood 
it before; and which, I dare ay, will never be 
underſtood ſo again; By an Implication provi, 
| dentially reſerved, to be diſcover'd by his L--d--p, 
to the utter Confuſion of all thoſe, who; 
eyer fince the Preaching of the Gotpel, have 
drank to the Memory of any Dead Perſon. And 
yet a Paſſage, than which few, or none in the 
whole Bible, has been more frequently treated of, 
or more ſolemnly explain'd, either from the Puf- 
pit or the Preſs, It is, 1 Cor. 11. 25, 26. 
This Cup is the New Jeſtament in ny Blood: This 
40 he, as oft as ye drink it, in Remembrance of men: 
For às oſt as ye Eat this Bread, ani Drinb this Cup, 
ye do ſhem the Lord Death, till he come. 
Fom this Paſſage it is he brings all his Proof, 
as the Reader may judge; that it is an abominable 
Sin now under the Goſpel, to drink to the Memory 
of any dead Per ſon; By Inferenees and Criticiſms, 
-unconfin'd to the ordinary Forms of Reaſoning, 
and inconſiſtent with common Senfe the ordina- 
ry Conſtruction of Words; and the plain Context. 
And cherefore, to lead the incautious Reader 
from the State of the Queſtion, and artfully. a- 
muſe him with myſterious Abſurdities, floating 
zin his Imagination, fertil of ſuch Speculations; 
in Order, as One waudd think, to clear his Way 
to the Point and fotm his Argument in Barbara, 
he very methodicaly premiſes theſe ſeveral 
Things; which I mult beg the Reader's Patience 
0 


to Trace hin in Step 


111 
by Step, to give lim the 
ctearer Idea of te Argument and the en 
tator. | 


From this Paſſoge fays he, thi fveral Things 
are very plain. 


f iſt, That Drinking to the ue of 4 Per ou 
dead, is the moſt profound Myſtery of the Goſpel, imd 
Foundation of bur whole Chriſtianiiy: Which if 
Tolant{ had iffirm'd, he had been very juſtly ac. 
cyſed, and condemn'd for Blaſphemy ; had not 
only his Bock burnt, but His Tongue too, aceor- 
ang w otit good Laus. For is Chriſt then dend. 
the ae here meant, or that can be 
meant? Then in. Truth, all the Diſpenſations of 
God, from the exiting of the World, which were 
to center in thut Death 'of Chriſt, which we u_ 
drink tob, art not romplented; but defeated '; a 
St, Paul Reaſons with the. ENG in he 
Epiſt. ch. 15. 13, 17, Chriſt be nor riſen then 
our Preaching is vain, aud you Faith alſo is vain. 
we are found Falſe Wi meſes : And * tre ver in 
your Sins. 

Again, allowing Chriſt alone, 6 be hiere 
meant by the general Character of a Perſon dead, 
is the fingle Act of Drinking to his Me- 
mory in the Euchariſt. the moſt profound Miſte- 
ry of the Goſpel, and Foundation of our whole Chri- 
ſtianity? I wou'd not then have other honeſt 


Chriſti. 
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ChriſtiansReligionjudged'of hyhis: For St. Pau? 
, exprelly affirms, that the great Miſtery of Godli- 
xeſs, or the Chriſtian Religion, if God Manife ed, 
in the Fleſh, &c. 1 Tim. 3. 16. 

As for Drinking to Hu Bleſſed. Memory in the 
3 tis but a Part of that holy Rite of 
his own Inſtitution. And whatever Miſtery 
there may be in it, I ſhall not now, conſider 3 
leaving it to the miſtical Divines: But, This þ 
dare ſay, It is not the Foundation. of our. whole. 
Chriſtianity, but Jeſus Chriſt, and him Crucify di 
and Riſen from the Dead; He is the chief. Corner, 
Stone, upon which, the divine Fabrick of God's 
- Church does ſtand as upon a Rock; againſt which, 

the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail. In whom Men, 
mult believe, before they come to Drink in bis. 
Memory, &c. And tho his Blood be ſignify'd, 
by the Wine drank; yet ſo to Drink is our 
Buty, not the Foundation of our Nele j 
which it preſuppoſes. 

2d. That Drinking to the Memory of 4 a Perſon 
dead i an Attion made Sacramental: If he 
means, to any. Perſon. dead, according to the 
plain ordinary Acceptation of the Words; the A.- 
ſertion is not only falſe, but impious ; but if with 
a mental Reſervation to Our Lord Chriſt, had 
he no Deſign to lead honeſt well-meaning Peo- 
ple into Superſtition ; he ought to have expreſſed 
himſelf ſo in plain Terms; tis allow'd then, that 


Drinking, according to Chriſl's Inſtitution, a 
| ia 
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the Euchariſt, and no otherwiſe, is a Sacramen- 
tal Action; as it is alſo to Take, Blefs, Break, and 


Eat Bread, and Take the Cup, Ce. But at no 


ot er Time; on no other Occaſion, more the 
one, than the other. For no Action can be Sacra- 
mental, but as us'd in a Sacrament, And this I 
wou'd caution, the Reader to carry always in his 
Thoughts, and which himſelf ſeems to allow 
elſewhere. P. 6. and 19. 

z3dly. That the very Eſſence of the Euc hariſti- 


cal Sacrifice conſiſts. in that Action of Eating and 
Drinkirg, to the Memory of a Perſon once Dead. 
Here the Reader may obſerve, he changes the 


indefinite Idea of 4 Perſon dead, into another, 
of a Perſon once dead, which are very different; 
and yet the Latter no leſs exceptionable and 
indefinite, than the Former, For was not 
Lazarus, the Widow's Son of Sarepta, and 
others, recorded in Scripture, once dead, and alive 
again ? Suppoſe then, that one ſhou'd have 
Drunk to their Memory when alive the Second 
Time, wou'd the Eſſence of the Euchariſtical Sa- 
crifice have conſiſted in that Action? But if by a 
Perſon dead, and a Perſon once dead, he ſtill means 
one, and the ſame Our Lord Chriſt : why does 
he affect indefinite ambiguous Terms, * 
than to ſpeak plainly? Is this according to 
the Candor and Ingenuity of the Chriſtian 
Doctrine 2 | 
a: But 
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But here is another material Alteration, or 
, Shifting of the Terms. For whereas he hitherto 
made mention only of Drinking to the Memory of 
a Perſon dead, he now ſpeaks of the Action of 
Eating and Drinking to the Memory of that Per ſon; 
as if Eating and Drinking made up but One, 
and the ſame Action; like the Papiſts, who 
make Eating, Drioking : He makes Drink- 
ing, Eating. And concludes of bare Drinking 
to the Memory of a Perſon dead; what he affirms 
of both Eating and Drinking in the Sacrament. 
For, ſays he, in the following Sentence, *7 in 
Drinking to the Memory of Chriſt's Death, in 
which the very Life and Being of that Sacrament 
conſiſts, *Tu the very Ground and Reaſon of the 
Inſtitution ; that which makes it myſterious and ob- 
ligatory, This he affirms of bare Drinking, 
without Eating; tho' this is as eſſential to the 
Sacrament, and as poſicively enjoyn'd as the o- 
ther. But whatever it is makes this Drinking 
myſterious, I leave it to his L—d—p to explain, 
as alſo, how Drinking to the Memory of Chriſt 
makes it ſelf obligatory. For I, with other plain 
Chriſtians, have always thought that it was the 
poſſitixe Inſtitution and Command, of Chriſt 
made it obligatory on all Chriſtians, c. 
But the grand Myſtery is, how the Eſſence of the 

Euchariſtical Sacrifice confi i/ts in that Action. For 
is Eating and Drinking, or Drinking alone, Sa- 


crifycing ? I have heard of People Eating of Sa- 
crifices, 
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erifices, and of others Sacrifycing to their Bellies, 
in Eating and Dri king: But how this, tho? 
perform*d to the Memory of a Perſon once dead, 
of Chriſt, make up the Eſſence of the Fuchariſtical 


or any other Sacrifice, L am yet to leain from 


his L-— dp ; and if not from him. I de- 
ſpair of learning it from any other Perſon, Livirig 


or Dead. 
1 always thought, that Sacrifices were ſome- 
what given, or offer'd to God; and therefore that 


their Eſence, as ſuch, muſt conſiſt in ſome ſort of 
Giving, notReceiving ; i. e. Eating and Drinking; 


2dly. His 2 4 p, I have Hopes, has 
not forgot, that according to the Metaphyſicians, 
who ſome take to be near of Kin to the Mit ical 
Divines . neither the efficient nor final Cauſe 
can, ingredi Eſſentiam Rei, or be reckon'd of the 
Eſſence of a Thing ; tho” they give Life and Being 
to it. Becauſe then theſame Thing wou'd be the 
Cauſe of it ſelf, and be before it ſelf; wou'd, and 
wou'd not be, at the ſame Time. But the Me- 
mory of Chriſt, or the Celebration of it, is the 
End of Eating and Drinking in the Sacraments 


whether conſider'd as a Sacrifice, or in the for- 


mal Notion of a Sacrament ; and therefore can- 
not conſtitute ts Eſſence. 

Again, If the Eſſence of the Euchariſt, conſider'd 
under the Notion of 4 Sacrifice, conſiſts in Eating 
and Drinking to the Memoryof a Perſon once dead; 
then the Memory of the Perſon fo dead, muſt be 

C 2 in 
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in the Action (for the Eſence cannot be ſeperated 

g from the Action, whoſe Eſſence it is) tis the 
Aion muſt think, and call Chriſt to Remem- 
1 brance, not the Agent. 
| Once more, If the Effence of the Sacrament, 
or Holy Euchariſt, conſiſted merely in Eating and 
| Drinking to the Memory of Chriſt; then no one 
cou'd receive the Sacrament unworthily; no one 
cou'd receive the Sacrment, but who at the 
ſame Time, when he received, had a lively Senſe 
and Memory of. Chrilt's Death, which is di- 
rectly oppoſite to St. Paul's Dottrine, in the 
"Verſe following, the Text, as in the whole 
Chapter, where he reproves the Corinthians for 
profaning the Sacrament; and not duly conſi- 
dering the Defign and Inſtitution of it, not diſ- 
cerning the Lord's Body, nor diſtinguiſhing that 
trom an ordinary Supper; as the Biſhop does not 
"diſcern the Difference between Drinking of the 
holy Cup, from ordinary, or common Drinking. 
In a Word, his L—d—p knows this Sa- 
crament; or if he call'd it Sacrifice, is a Moral, 
(or if he like the Term better) 4 myſtical Entity, 
not a mere phyſical or metaphiſical One. And 
If it be ſo, ought he not to find out ſomewhat in 
this moral Entity, Analogous to the Form, or 
Eſſence of a phylical One? Which I at preſent 
leave to His alſtracted Speculations, 

His L d—p, who knows à ſelf-evident 


Truth at firſt Sight, will grant, That a Part is 
not 
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not the Whole, nor Equal to the Whole; nor of 


courſe can conſtitute the Eſſence of the Whole. 
He knows likewiſe, that it is the whole Sacra. 

ment of the Lord's Supper, conſider'd as One 
continued Action, or Feaſt, is inſtituted, and to 
be celebrated in Remembrance of Chriſt. And 
therefore, that the bare Action of Drinking, more 


than of Eating, being but a Part or particular 


Action of that Sacrament cannot conftitute 
the Whole. For tho? both Actions are expreſly en- 
joyn'd and preſcrib'd, with a Do this in Remem- 


brance of ME; yet not as Two Sacraments, but 


as Iwo Parts, Neither of which can, by any 
Means, or upon any Pretence be omitted, 
without deviating from its firſt Inſtitution, and 
Maiming, or in Effect evacuating.the whole. 

Theſe Things conſider'd, I heartily joyn with 
him in his Caution, That whoſoever hopes to be 


ſau d by Receiving the Sacrament (provided he does 


not mean the bare Opus Operatum) let him take 
Care how he does the ſame, to any Per ſon what ſoever 
(which I muſt own, I never heard any One fo 
impious as to have done; unleſs the Practice 
of the Church of Rome look that Way, who cele- 


brate the holy Sacrament ; and as tis ſaid, Sacri- 


tice Chriſt to every Saint in the Kalender, on 
their reſpective Holy-days.) But then J am quite 
aſtoniſn'd, he ſhou'd call Drinking to the Memory 
of the Dead, the ſame Action as the Sacrament ; 
or rather the Sacrament it ſelf, Tho? it be not 
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done im that Manner, or. with the ſame Deſign, 
or with the ſame Circumſtances ; becauſe, lays he, 
that remains in the Health; in which the very 
Being and Efſence of the holy Sacrament, or Eu- 
chariſt conſiſts, For then the Eſſence of the Eu- 
chariſt i. e. the Eucharift it ſelf muſt be in every 
ſuch Health, ſuppoſe to the pins Memory of Balf. 
For if it have the ſame Eſſence, it muſt be the 
fame Action. For two Actions cannot have one 
Eſſence; and yet, this ſame Action muſt alſo 
differ from it ſelf, For it is allow'd, not to be 
done in the ſame Manner, or with the ſame Deſign, 
or with the ſame Circumſtances; 1. e. truly it is 
not the ſame Action. Such impious Abſurdities 
will Men venture upon to ſerve an Hypotheſis, 
or rather a Whim! But that which is yet 
more ſtrange is, That ſuch Blaſphemies ſhou'd 
meet with Approbation in a National Synod ; 
to the utter Confuſion of thoſe, who wonder 
that the Doctrine of Tranſubtantiation ſhou'd 
have the Sanction of general Councils. For my 
Part, I think the Biſhop's the more abſurd, if 
any Degrees may be allow'd in Abſurdities. For 
he maintains a Cantradiction in expreſs Terms: 
3. e. That an Action &, and is not the ſame. 
Whereas the other implies only an Impoffibility, 
or Contradiction in conſequence ; as that one 
Body ſhou'd be in Two, or more Places; or 
that the ſame Subſtance ſhou'd ſupport different 
external Forms at the ſame Time. 4 

nd 
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And yet as palpable a Contradiction as my 
Lord's is; *tis the chief Hinge whereon the 
| Niſpute turns, and the Subſtance of the ſeveral 
| Solutions, he gives to the Objections, he frames 
againſt himſelf. It is, ſays he, the ſame Action 
Conſecrated to the Memory of Chriſt. And there- 
fore let me mind the Reader once for all; and fur- 
niſh him with a plain Reply out of his own 
Conecſſions; that it is not the ſame Action, and 
that it is blaſphemous and abſurd to ſay it is. 
As thus, when he ſays, P. 10. That it can be no 
Doubt with a ſober Chriſtian, whether an Action, 
fo Holy as the Sicrament is, dedicated to the Me- 
mory of Onr Bleſſed Saviour, conſecrated to ſuch 
divine Purpeſes, and made the very Teſt of our 
Chriſtian Profeſſion, may be applied to common Uſe, 
and made an Expreſſion of ctvil, or religious Re ſpect 
and Complement to the Per ſon; or Character of whom- 
ſoever we think fit to apply it to? Anſwer. No, it 
can be no Doubt, But then Drinking in civil 
Converſation, to the Memory of any, whether 
dead or alive, is not that holy Action; is not 
celebrating the Lord's Supper. For this can'be 
done in Memory of none bur Chriſt. And if the 
ſame Form, or Words are us'd (as I never heard 
they were) tho* it wou'd be profane with a! Wit- 
neſs ; yet wou'd not be the ſame moral Action. 
Again, That if it ſhowd be ask'dany ſincere Chri- 
ſtian, Whether, what Chriſt has commanded to be 
done S icramentaly, and Religiouſly, in Remembrance 


of 
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*f Him, may without Sin be done to any other Per- 
ſon what ſoe ver, in Remembrance of them; or rar 


ther of any ſach Perſon ; that is, whether he 


Sacrament ſhou d be celebrated to their Memory 2 
He ought to anſwer, M ſurely. But he may alſo 
ſay, That to drink to the Memory. ot hs old 
Friend; or Benefactor is no ſuch, holy, religions, 
or ſacramentsl A#ion.Which is ſuthcientiy prov'd 
without being Maſter of all the Lick in the 
Worid ; or even of that which is in Burger ucts; 
us, or Herebord, or Provoſt's Logick. Tho” there 
be more there, than many who have often read 


*em, and gain'd no ſmall Profit by em, ang 


derſtand, or make good Ule of. 

Having premis'd theſe ſeveral Things, Cas one 
wou'd think) to clear his Way to the main 
Argument (to what Effect the Reader may 
judge) He ſets to the Buſineſs in good earneſt , 


to fit (ſays he) the Argument, (which he has hi- 


therto very artfuly conceal'd,) jor the Genius of the 
Diſputers of thu World; 1 will reduce the mhole Con- 
zeſt (wonderful indeed) to a Point in one or two Syl- 
| Jogiſms.Yet, how can he in Conſcience do this who 
knows we are forbidden, to con form our ſelves to 
the World,” or io ſeek to pleaſe Men? Tea, and 
Nay, he knows that Syllogizing is the Language 
of theBeaſt , an heatheniſh Art of deceiving harm- 
| leſs Men, trick d up, and brought into Faſhion 
| by Heathen Ariſtotle, and much cultivated and 
abus'd, to diſguiſe erronious Doctrines, by the 
2 Creatures 
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Creatures of the Falſe Prophet, If he therefore 
makes uſe ot this Falſly, fo call'd Science, may 
not one ſuſpect he does it to carry on the /ike De- 
ſign, to ſet of Falſhood for Truth. How much 
more becoming his Character and Subject had it 
been, to fit his Argument to the Genius of the 
Diſputers of the other World, and talk of My- 
ſterics in the Stile, and with the Tongue of An- 
gels? Away with theſe Subtilties, in the moſt im- 
portant Action of our Life, and upon which our 
Salvation ſo much depends. How much more be- 
coming him, to imitate St. Paul, to uſe the grea- 
teſt Plaiueſs and Simplicity); aud avoid the enticing 
Words of Man's Wifdom—1 Cor. 2. 4 
But the Ladies and Courtiers muſt be gratiſi- 
ed, who beſt underſtand the Language of hi 
World ; or are apt to admire moſt what they do 
not underſtand; and to think thoſe Men un- 
derſtand moſt; who ſpeak not: to be underſtgod. 
They no doubt, are expert in all the Modes and 
Figures of Syllogiſm ; and are perfectly acquain- 
ted with the various Sorts of em, Simple and 
Compound, Perfect and Imperſect Catagoricals, 
and Hypotheticals, Eathymems, Sorites, Ac. And 
run em through Barbara, Celarent Darii, e. 
like Knots on their Fingers Ends. They 
likewiſe preſently take all Sophitms in Pieces, 
and ſhew you a Paralogitm at Sight, as Bankers 
do bad Money. That's an Equivoke non Cauſe pro 
Cau ſa, a ditto ſecundum quid, ad Dictum ſimplici- 
| ter 
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ter. Gr. But of all others they moſt readily 
diſcern the Soph:ſmata Philautie, Otilitatis, cc. 


They ken a Man at arſt Sight, whether he pub- 

liſhes a Diſcourſe out of vain Glory, or to get a 
Promotion: Whether he means to write him- 
ſelf out of Preferment, into Credit; or out of 
Credit, into Preferment, £#c. 

For their Benefit and Edification therefore, 
let us to the One or Tiro tremendous SAegiſnb. 
wherein the whole Conteſt is reduced toa Point, and 
Make ſhort work owt. 

Tf Chriſt bas appropriated that Action of Drinb- 
ing to the Memory of the Dead, to his own Per ſon ; 
it is highly ſinſul, to apply it to any other. So far 
as he has appropriated to himſelf, I ſuppoſe his 
Lordſhip means, or he paralogizes egregiouſſy; 


and in this Senſe we will not diſpute this Pro- 


15 ition, 

But, Chriſt has appropriated Drinking to the 
Memory of the Dead, (1, e. All Drinking to the 
Memory bf the Dead) to hs own Perſon, Ergo, 
As for the minor Propoſition, he proves it thus; 

If Chriſt has inſtituted that Action, viz. Drinking 
tothe Memory of the Dead, in Honour of himſelf ;, 
he has appropriated, reſtrain'd, limitted, and en. 
groſs'd it all to his own Perſon ; and made It ut- 
terly unlawful, ſacrilegious, and idolatrous, to 
Drink to theMemory of any dead Perſon, except 
himſelf. 5 
But Chriſt has inſtituted it in Honour of himſelf, 
Ergo, Now 
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Now neither of theſe Propoſitions is worth a 
Rapp. He is pleas'd indeed to ſay, zone but the 
(Quakers deny the Minor; but that is only a Horiſp 
to divert the Reader from it, as moſt faulty, 
And if any one denies the Conſequence of the Major, 
let him ſhew what other Way there is, of appropri- 
ating an Action to Chriſt, beſides expreſs Inſtutu- 
tion and Conſecration of it into a Sacrament. And 
that may ſoon be done, when there is Occaſion 
tor it; namely, by expreſs Precept. 

But to the Sylſogiſms, the Ladies know very 
well they are Hypothetical ; and are brought 
to the Teſt by reducing em to Catagoricals; 
which, for-their Eaſe and Aſſiſtance, I will do by 


the Latter thus, Whatever Action Chriſt has In- 
ſtituted in Honour of Himſelf, he has appropriated, 


reftrain'd, and limitted to his own Perſon, ( that 
Action but no other. ) 

But Chriſt bas inſtituted Drinking to the Me- 
mory of the Dead; or any or all of the Dead, in 


Honour of himſelf : Ergo. be bas appropriated all 


ſuch Drinking to his own Per ſon. Subtile in- 
deed ? Suppoſe then, that One who is no 2aaker, 
ſhou'd be ſo ill-natur'd, as to diſappoint his 
L-—d—p; and, out of meer Crofineſs, granting 
him the Major, ſhou'd, contrary to his Hopes, 
poſſitively deny the Minor? What Proof does 
he leave us of it? Or muſt we expect it with 
Patience in 4 Second Diſcourſe? viz. That Chriſt 
has inſtituted al Drinking to the Memcry of 

| the 


[28 ] 
the Dead to himſelf : For this is his Meaning, 
thus he ought to have expreſs'd himſelt. Be- 
cauſe, as the Ladies ( for whoſe Benefit this 
Diſcourſe was writ) do very well know, this 
Syllogiſm is in the firſt Mode of the firſt Figure, 
2. e. in Barbara, of all others the moſt perfect; 
but the minor Terminus, or the Subject of the 
minor Propoſition, ought to be taken univerſaly ; 
otherwiſe his L--d—p makes a Paralogitm, 
which is very foul Play; and may very juſtly be 
taken very ill at Court, as a diſhononrable At- 
tempt upon their Underſtandings. But to the 
Point. 
The Propoſition, upon which all the Streſs 
lies, is, this Minor, if it be falſe, then all is 
lott, and the whole Diſeourſe ridiculous and 
abſürd; and all the Money laid out on it, at 
this good Seaſon, and which wou'd have been 
no inconſiderable Relief to the Poor, tarown 
away, Nay, the Minor, be forc'd to go a Beg- 
ing, and no one found to take the Guardianſhip 
of it out of Charit); no, not any Jacobite, or 
'Kill-ary'd Proteſtant, Becauſe they have Friends 
dead, to whoſe Memory they, upon Occaſion, 
very religioufly drink. Let us therefore examine 
more cloſely the Truth of it. 

Chriſt has inſtituted it, i. e. Drinking. all 
Drinking to the Memory of the Dead, in Honour 
of himſelf. Where we are to take Notice. 
ff. of the general, or univerſal Idea of Drinking 
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to the Memory of the Dead. 24dly, Of the origi- 


pal Inſtitution of it by Chriſt, 34/y, The End to 
which it is inſtituted, his Honour, 
| ſhall not at preſent enquire into the Origine, 


or firſt Riſe of Drinking to the Memory of the Dead; 


tis allow'd to be as old as Chriſt, at leaſt, becauſe 
inſtituted by him ; or if in uſe before, appropriated 
by bim, to his own Honour, But muſt note, 

iſt. That the poſſitive Idea of Drinking to 
the Memory of the Dead, implies much more than 
Drinking tothe Memory of Chriſt ; for 'tis uni- 
verſal, and comprehends all ſuch Drinking; or 
elſe theSyllogiſm is not worth a Ruſſ, as Iobſerv'd. 

240). That all this Drinking, muſt be to far 
from being unlawful, that it is pious and com- 
mendable, fince it is all inſtituted to Chriſt's Ho- 
nour And therefore Drinking to the Memory 
of a dead Monarch. For this, as well as all 
other Drinking to the Memory of the Dead is 
inſtituted to Chriſt's Honour, and included in 
the general Propoſition, Therefore muſt be pious 
and commendable. I here appeal to all skill'd 
in the Doctrine of Syllogiſms, and Method of 
Reaſoning; whether theſe Obſervations and In- 
ferences are not juſt, ſuppoſing his Syllogiſins 
to be good. But if they be not good, nor the 
Terms juſtly conceiv'd ; then he plays the Sophi- 
ſer, either ignorantly, or with Deſign. Which 
then ſhall we ſuſpect : 2 The Provoſt's 7 1 of 
SINCETIy r 


And 


301 
And now, to bring all to the Capacity of the 
moſt ordinary Reader, and make him judge in 
this Controverſy; let me deſire him to look 
back to the Paſſage, from whence he here pre- 
tends to Reaſon. 

There we 1 f find our Lord inſtituted the Cup, 
as an outward Sign of his Blood; whereb; the 
New Covenant is ſeal'd and ratify'd as he had, 
in the foregoing Verſe, inſtituted the Bread. and 
in the ſame manner, a Sign of his Body, Ec. 

2dly. We find alſo, that as Our Lord had, 
in the foregoing Verſes, commanded the Bread, 
e. to be taken in the Sacrament : So he here 
commands the Cup; do this in Remembrance of 
me, 

3dly. I further deſire the Reader to take No- 
tice, here is expreſs Mention made of Drinking 
in Remembrance of Chriſt, and of none other 
Perſon whatſoever, whether dead or living. 

4thly. That Chriſt ſpoke the Words, and there- 
fore was not dead, when he thus commanded us 
to Drink in Remembrance ef him, nor is now dead; 
nor that ever the Sacrament was celebrated, when 
he was dead. And therefore, that Drinking to 
the Memory of Chriſt in the Sacrament, is by 
no means Drinking in Memory of 4 Perſon dead, 
or as dead. And of Courſe can have no Reference 
to, nor Semblance of the Action of Drinking to 
the Memory of any Perſon dead, But, that theſe 
Two Actions arc as different, as any Two Ati- 

ons 
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ons whatſoever ; as Drinking for a Man's own 
Health, and Drinking for acother's Pleaſure. 

5thly. Once more, that here 'tis not expreſly 
ſaid, That we ſhou'd thus drink in Remembrance 
of Chrift, merely to do him Honour; for tho'it may 
tend to his Honour as all Acts of Obedience to his 
Commands do; If ye love me keep my Command- 
ments ; yet does not this Act more directly tend 
to his Honour, than our Ad vantage. Poor 
Mortals have their own Name and Memory in 
view! but our bare Remembring Chriſt, alas! 
can add nothing to his Glory ! but it is of infi- 
nite Benefit for us to do it, Ir enlivens our Faith 
in him, confirms, and is a certain Pledge to 
us of his Love, the Forgiveneſs of our Sins, and all 
the Benefits of hu Paſſion, for which Reaſon, we 
ought frequently to do It, But which, as other 
neceſſary Duties, we are by Nature too too apt 
to forget and neglect, unleſs obliged by certain 
external Acts, to expreſs and ſignifie, and call 
em to mind. *Tis our Duty to worſhip God 


frequently, and publickly ; but how remiſs, and 


negligent ſhou'd we be in doing i it, did not God 
poſſitively require us to do it, at leaſt one Day 
in the Week, 

Now theſe Things tit will any Man 
ſay, the Words appropriate the general Idea of 
Drinking to the Memory of a Perſon dead ; to 
Chriſt alone? Or that he has inſtituted every 
ſuchAQtion to his Honour? Iis true, indeed, hehas 


2 


32 
epi to himſelſ, i.e. to his Memory, ww 
Action of Drinking; as alſo of Eating, Cc. 

the Sacrament, but not the preciſe Action of 
Drinking to the Memory of 4 Perſon dead, or as 
| dead, in or out of the Sacrament, For if we drank ' 

| to the Memory of any Perſon dead, in the Sa- 
| cramept, it wou'd not be to Chriſt's s Memory, 
but of the Perſon dead, which wou'd be a great 

| | Deſecration of that Holy Rite, And if out of the 
| | Sacrament, or in civil Converſation, One drinks to 
| the Memory of a deceas'd Friend, what Relation 
has that to the Sacrament. more than if he drank 
to the Memory of an abſent Friend, or the 
Health of his Prince? For what is the Intent 
| or Meaning of ſuch a Health, but to preſerve in 
| our Minds a grateful Senſe ot Her Virtues, and 
4 the Benefits We enjoy by Her Governmenr, tho 
| Abſent and at a Diſtance from us? | 
Weill but ſays my good Lord, Chriſt in com- 
manding us to drink in Remembrance of him, 
does implicitly at leaſt forbid us to drink in Ne. 
membrance of any other Perſon, But if this be his 

Meaning, then he ſhould have made it the Con- 

eluſion of one of his SyZogiſms. As thus, | 
If Chriſt has here commanded us, to drink only 
in Remembrance of himſelf; it is ſinful to 
drink in Remembrance of any other Perſon 
whatſoever. | 

But Chriſt has here commanded us to drink 


only in Remembrance of Himſelf, ergo. 
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J take Leave to obſerve to his L-d—p, That 


mendably have an Eſteem, or Value for the great 


— | 
And this would be granted; ſo far as Chriſt 
has commanded us to Drink in Memory of him- 
ſelf, i.e. in the holy Sacrament; For ſo far it is 
ſinful to Drink in Memory of any other Perſon, 
either Dead or Living. Which is farther than he 
carries it. But then, if he wou'd infer from 
Chriſt's Cemmanding us to Drink in the Sacra- | 
ment in Memory of himſelf ; that it is ſinful to l 
Drink out of the Sacrament, or in civil Conver- 
ſation, in Memory of any other Perſon, it con- 
cludes as ſtrongly of the Living, as of the Dead 
and that's more than he is willing to infer. Fot 


when a Health is drank to a Perſon Dead, of 
Living; it is not drank to em merely as Dead, or 
Living; but as worthy ofour Reſpect, or Eſteem 
upon the account of their great Actions, or Qua- 
lities; however different in ſome Circumſtances, 
may be the Forms, wherein we expreſs, or ſig- 
niſie it. Fer Drinking an Health is only a Form 
wherein we expreſs ſuch Eſteem. Whence it is 
that we refuſe an Health, when we don't think 
the Perſon is worthy our Eſteem, or good Witſh- 
es, or Remembrance, Therefore, as we may com- 


Actions, and noble Qualities of a ' Perſon dead, 
as living: So may we expreſs the ſame by Actions 
or Forms cuſtomary & ſignificant of ſuehEſteem or 
Value. Wherefore we may ſafely conclude, That if 
Our Lord deſign'd to inhabite any — 
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Formof expreſſing our Eſte em for the Dead, more 
than for the Living ; he wou'd have done it in 
expreſs Terms. For where. there is no Law, there 
10 uo Tranſgreſſion. But, ſays wy Lord, Here is 
20 Iecafun jor an expreſs Compand : For that 
which the common, Reaſon of Mankind, moſt natu- 
rah ſuggef, True indeed, in Matters of plain 
Wan ien ; but what has the common Reaſon of 
Mankind to do in Matters of poſſitive Inſtituti- 


on? Unleſs my Lord wou'd haye his own Con- 


ceits paſs for the 197 Reaſon of Mankind ? 


For who, beſides his dp, wou'd make ge- 
neral Coneluſions from particular Facts? Chrilt 
has commanded us to Drink in Remembrance of 
him, in the Sacrament. Therefore, ſays the com- 
mon Reaſon of Mankind ; "ti. ſinſul to Dr ik to the 
Memory of any Perſon dead. on any Occaſion, 
The good People in Japan, Mexico, and all about, 
and — 2 Two Poles, wou'd make this In- 
terence, as naturaly, as that Two and Three make 
Five. My Lord taught Logick for ſome con- 
ſiderable Time, and preſided in a College; where 
It has been read to as good Effect, as any Uni- 
yerlity in Europe: But the Maſters of Scienc 
are not ty d up to ſtrict Rules, 

But fays my L—d zor are we without 4 


tive Precept, Thou ſhalt morſhip the Lord thy God, 
and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. True indeed, this 
is a Paraphraſe of the firſt Commandment ; and 
crinking in Remembrance of Chriſt in the Sacra, 
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ment is a very ſolemn A@ of divine Worhip: 
and therefore not to be perform'd to any Man 


dead or living without the beinows Guilt of 1do- 


latry. Vet does it not from hence tollow, that it 
is a rh of the firſt Command, to drink in ci- 
vil Converſation to the Memory of a deceas'd 
Perſin, more than to pay civil Honour or Wor- 
ſhip o the Prince or Magiſtrate; more than to 
call them Maſter or Sovereign, or bow the Knee 
to his L- d- p, tho” without Divinity. Nay, this 
laſt is a ſpecial AQ appropriated to the Name of 
Feſus, No leſs than drinking in Remembrance 
of him in the holy Euchariſt, Was it not then, 
a more than civil Reſpect paid the Broom-ſtick 
by the Virgin Ladies, (which the moſt Chriſtian 
Author of a Tale of a Tub, quite omitred in his 
ſublime Eſſay on that Machine, who having 
trick't it up in Pontifical Robes; and all the Gra- 
vity of a Cardinal praQic'd before it, as if it were 
his L-d—p without a Metaphor. Or what does 
my Lord think of rehearſing Te Deum, or any 
ſolemn Anthem, not for Devotion; but, to be the 
more ready at it the next State-Day? But may 
not One commit Idolatry, and give divine Wirſhip, 
without deſigning it? No, I reply, with all poſſi- 
ble Defference to his L---d----p, but by ſuch 
Acts, as ſuppoſeDivinity, or divine Attributes in 
the Objeds ; be they perform®d by Papiſts or Pa- 
gans For to pray toSaints,or before Idols ot Images. 
does ſuppoſe the Votary believes they can hear, and 
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help him, i. e. that they partake of the incommu- 
nicable Atributes of thie Divinity, Omnipre ſence, 
and Omnipotence, otherwite it would be no lefs 
abſurd, than for One to kneel down very reverent- 
ly every Morning, and pray devoutly to the So- 
phy of Perſia, or the Emperor of China, who ne- 
ver heard there was ſuch a Man in Being. Wo 

Thus far his Syllogiſms conclude, wherein he 
- propoſes to bring the whole Conteſt to a Point, viz. 
That Chriſt has inſt itutcd drinking in theSacrament 
to his Honour; and ſo far has appropriated to 
himſelf Drinking to the Memory of the Dead. To 
- Himſelf ! which in Truth is not drinking to the 
_* Memory of the dead at all; God forbid it thould;z 
nor drinking to the Memory of any once dead, as 
fuch ) bur only drinking religiouſly to the Me- 
Nerd bf Chriſt, I know, he would from hence 
infer, that Chriſt by commanding us thus todrink 
to his Memory ; has implicitly at leaſt forbidden 
us, to drink in civil Converſation, to the Memo- 
ry of any Dead Perſon , but he may as well infer, 
that he has likewiſe forbid us, to eat, or drink at 
all, exceptin the Sacrament religiouſly, or to uſe 
any other Act or Circumſtance of Action us'd in 
the Sacrament, or to drink to the Health or Me- 
mory of any one living. 
One would expect now, that the Conteſt 
brought to the Point, were at an End. But he 
has found out another Argument, (which he has 


not thought fit, to throw into a 2 ) in 
the 


[37] 
the very Form of the Inſtitution, viz, That this 
Limitation, of all drinking to the Memory of tbe 
Dead, or in their Remembrance, to the Perſon of 
Chriſt, is made in expreſs Words , very plain to 
that Effect in the Original, (tho never diſcover d 
by any Critick, or Caſuiſt before,) 77s roieres . 
ze ue dv mhoure lie The ui evaypneiy, The literal 
and eaſie Trauflation of which is this, As often as ye 


| ſhall drink this, do it in Remembrance of ne; 1. e. 


as often as ye drink in Remembrance of the dead, 
doit be ſure to no other dead Friend, Prince or Mo- 
narch, but to ME; which muſt be own'd to be 
a new and elegant Expoſition of his own; and 
for which he is oblig'd to no Critick, or Com- 
mentatorin theWorld, or thatever was. What 
an Happineſs, it is to have a ſertil Genius, and 


be able to interpret Languages, one does not un- 


derſtand? But pray by what Anthority does my 


| good L-d render, re rolerrey Jede av bree 


as often as ye ſhall drink thus, does 7870 meters 
ſigniſie do, or drink this? But allow it did; yet 
how does it appear that the Apoſtles did then drink 
in Remembrance of 4 Perſon Dead or once Dead? 
They were to drink to the Memory of none, but 
Chriſt. But Chriſt was not dead, when he inſti- 
tuted this Sacrament, nor at any other Time, that 
they, or any Chriſtians, ever ſince celebrated this 
Sacrament. For his L—-d—p's Wit and Learn- 
ing will faill him, when ever he goes about to 
prove, the Diſciples celebrated this Supper, du- 
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ring our Lords Continuance in hs State of the | 
dead, or in the Grave. 
But ſays he Imoort is the ſame in the Tr anſla- 


Lion of our Engliſh Bible ( 1bere be ſexcral 
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Tranſlations) This do ye, as oft. as. ye drink it, in 
Remembrance of Me. But how this inzports, as 
oft as ye ſhall drink thus do it in Remembrance of 
Me, none but his L—d--p can conceive. The 
Original is, do this, as oft as ye drink in Remem- 
brauce of Me: or as oft as ye drink. or think fit 
to keep this Feaſt tf: in Remembrance of Me. 
Do ye this. which you ſee me do, take the Cup, 
ec. The Engliſp Tranſlatots ſupply it, meaning 
the Cup; i e as oft as ve drink this Cup in 
Remembrance of Me. do this. Bat is this the 
Import of my L<-d's Trauſlation as oft as ye ſhall 
drink, thus i. e. in Remembrance of One dead, 
do- it in Remembrance of Me, 1. e. not in Remems- 
brance of the De:4, or of any dead Perſon what ſo- 
ever ls there then no Differerce between theſe tro 
Tranftations ? © But that the Drift and Deſign 
of that "072.415 ay e is not ſet in ſo plain Light 
an the Former as in the Latter, Which in Truth 
is rather ſetting it in Dorkneſs and Error, 

The Vſe, adds he, which is generally made of that 
Clauſe; (as by A\B-Tilot fon, and Others of ordina- 


ry Genius) 1 from thence (confidering the Nature 


of the Rite) to urge the Frequency of Receiving the 

Sacrament ; which, tho a good Inference; yet, it is 

not ſo ares as that, for which the Clauſe was 
| | chieſſy 
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chieſy intenled, (or rather which was not intended 
at all) namely, # refrain this Mion of Drink. 
ing to the Memory of a Dead Per ſin. to that of our 
Saviour, (who is not dead) and to prevent its bes 
ing done to any one elſe. And to confirm ths, the 
Word zeden is repeated in the next Yer ſe, (rather 
indeed to refute ir) and the rea ſon of this Reffriftion 
end, (not at all) For, as often as ye do this. 

ut where my good L--d; is, dothis, in the next 
Verfe? The Words are plainly, for 4s often as ye 
tat of that Bread, and drink of that Cup, ye doſhew 
forth the Lord's Death till be come. W herefote 
to ſay, as oft as ye do thus, i. e. drink to the M. 
mory of a dtad Per ſon, inſtead of . as often as je eat 
of that Bread and drink of that Cup ls ſuch an In- 
ſtance of Candout and Reverence fot the Word of 
God, as I challenge his L-d=<p's Friends to 
produce in any other Chtiſtian Biſhop: Tis like 
ſliding over the ſecond Commandment, as the 
Papiſts do. And for much the ſame Reaſon. For 
as this is apt to ſhock the Minds 6f thoſe, whore 
taught to worſliip Images, ſhould they be ſuffer d 
to read it: So theſe Words of St. Pal, for 4s 
oft? as ye eat of that Bread and drink of that Cap, 
do quite confound his L—-d-—p's Coficeit of lay- 
ing the Streſs of the Sacrament bn drinking to the 
Memory of a dead Perſon, and his Senſe of the 
foregoing verſe. For if it be by exting that Bread, 
and tirinking that cup, we do ſbem jorth the Lor des 


Death; then not by drizkivg only. So that he 


argues 
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argues juſt as the Papiſts act; with this Difference 
they drop the Cup, and he drops the Bread. 

But the Clauſe 4 ar iure, for the ſtronger 
Confirmation of the Affirmative of the Queſtion, 
his L d. p very judiciouſly obſerves, was left 
out of ſome Ancient Copies, and particularly the E- 
thiopicł V er ſion he means ſome Copies of it and the 
Alexandrian Manuſcript, becauſe it ſeem'd incohe- 
rent, needleſs, and to interrupt and per plex the ſenſe. 
But how does his L--d--p know that? Or does he 
think the Tranſlators or Tranſcribers look'd upon 
themſelves, to be proper Judges of that matter? 
That they might honeſtly, at their diſcretion al- 
ter or leave out Words or Clauſes ! If his L— 
dp were allowed this Liberty with a great 
many of our Reftin'd Criticks2 I don't queſtion, 
but the Bible would foon be brought into a nar- 
row compaſs. Might not one ſay as well, that 
it was added in ſome Ancient Copies by way of 


Explication, to intimate the Frequency of Cele- 


brating the Holy Rite, as often as they were diſ- 
poſed, and had an opportunity, to Remember 
Him. Or rather might not one ſay, that it 
was at firſt dropt in heaſt by ſome Tranſcriber, 
whoſe Coppy the Alexazdrian Manuicript was 
taken from, and which the other Tranſlators alſo 
made uſe of. But be that as it will ; why ſhould 
making it a part of the Original Text, be 
call'd the Fooliſpneſs of God? For this is a 1d 
7 4 508 ity 
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lity not to be ſlightly applied to the Divine Na- 
ture, as ſignifying the worſt fort of Weakneſs, 
for St. Paul uſes the Expreſſion, it 1s not of God, 
but of the Goſpel, which the Scientifick Greeks 
looked on and derided, as a Doctrine void of 
Learning or Philoſopbp. 
But for any Copiers, or Tranſlators to have had 
the like Opinion of the Scriptures, or any Clauſe 
of 'em, is ſomewhat odd. And fer a Chriſtian Bi- 
ſhop to aſcribe- it to God, is ſomewhat more than 
a witty Alluſion, eſpecialy if the Clauſe be not 
of the original Context. Who reveal'd this to 
my L— d? An Action ſo conſecrated to the moſt 
holy and divine Purpoſes, and in Memory of our 
Lord, would be applied to civil and profane Uſes, as 
it is xow (not more than in Times paſs d; nor as 
in Popiſ Countrys; where the Sacrament is ce- 
lebrated, and Chriſt offered a propitiatory Sacri- 
fice, not only for the Quick and Dead. But alſo 
to abate Sickneſs in Man or Beaſts. and other ci- 
vil Calamities ) moſt ſhamfully at this Day. But 
if he means, as I know he does, in drinking to the 
Memory of K W m, I muſt again ſay, that it 
is not miſapplying the Sacrament, or Sacramental 
Drinking; no body inſtead. of remembring Chriſt 
in the Sacrament, remembers K. W—m in his 
room. and that nothing can be more profane and 


malicious than to ſuggeſt any ſuch thing. But 


it is very remarkable, that this Clauſe is left out 
in the Inſtitution of the Bread, that is, this limit- 
| | ting 


4 
ting Clauſe, and applied only to the Cup, with de- 
fer, in the Purpiſe and Fore-knowledge of C to 
be an invincibl: Argument to all fut ure Generations, 
but te be diſcover'd by none but Y od L- 
for the Truth oſ the Doctrine, I am nom defending, 
which in Truth it is not And therrtore I think 
bis making it a ſpecial Deſign, and Purpoſe of 
God, is bringing in the divine Wiſdom to Pa- 
tronize a Falſchood, eg; d pwyarts. Which 
is an Expedient in the Judgment of Horace, 
ought never to be made uſe of bur in a — of 
abfolute Nec. ſſi y, 


Nec Dew interſit, 110 dignus vindice Nodus, 


Inciderit, — 


Add which otherwiſe I conclude his ba 
who' has that Poet's Meaſures in ſo great Ve- 
neration, would never have done. 

But he proceeds, tho? there are not theſe re. 
ſtraining Words in the Conſecration, (theſe Words 
are not in the Conſecration or Inſtitution ſtrictly 
ſpeaking as he ſuppoſes tis, bur in the recept 
enjoyning the uſe of the Sacrament) of the Bread : 
yet if a Commpavy of Chriſtians ſhou'd after Dinner 
have a Piece of Bread diſtributed to every one of 
them, and each of them -in their Turn put it into 
their Mouth with this Expreſſion, here is tothe Glo- 


rious Memory of K W——m, 'This would ſhock, 
and every one would cry out upon it as horrid and 
9 in the Tniplication, P. 15. no more l 

| dare 
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dare ſay than if the ſame were done with this 
Expreſſion, here i to the health of Au. A. that 
which would make it ſhocking, and horrid or hlaſ. 


phemous,would be the Novelty of it; and the Re- 


ference the Terms have to the Satrament al Words. 
W heteas were it as cuſtomary to eat a Morſe of 
Bread, as it is to drink a Glaſs of Liquor to the 
Health of a Perſon, both would be equally fa- 


miliar, and not ſhocking 5 and the Impiety wou'd 


be the ſame in both. For tho it ben't ſaid, do 
this, as often as ye eat in Remembrance of me, yet 
is, as often 4s ye eat implied, and it may be ob- 
ſerv'd; that none of the Evangetiſts incert that 
Clauſe. even in Reſpect of the Cap. Such another 
ſhocking Inſtance we meet in p 16, in the Perſon 


of the Virgin Mary the er eateſt Saint in Hraven, 


which it is not poſſible to be known, but by fome 
particular Revelation, (to his L d—p I con- 
ceive) ſuppoſe, ſays he (which indeed ought not to 
be ſuppos'd of any other, more than his L- d- 
— p) that after Dinner or Supper, on ber Day. 
which is not in the whole Popiſp Kalendar) « 


Company of Zealons and Devont Chriſtians, but 


ſomewhat Uagodly. ſhonld each of em take a Cup 
or Glaſs of Wine, and in their Turn drink it in theſe 
Words, here is to the glorious Memory of the bleſſed 
Virgin Mary. But let me ſuppoſe theſe zealous 
devout Chriſtians took but eaeh of them a Cup or 
Glaſs of Nut-brown Ale, or whipt Sillabob, u ouꝰd 
this mend the Matter > Or ſuppoſe in this Form; 

| | to 
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the glorious Health of 2. A. Truly my L—d, 
as you put the Caſe, tis ſomewhat odd; but 
when it becomes cuſtomary, I don't doubt giving 
your L——d-—p, 2 very ſatisfactory Anſwer, 
And till then, it wil be no Caſe of Conſcience. 
For my part, I do not like puting ſuch Caſes. as 
ſeeming not to carry that Reverence, which every 
ſerious Chriſtian ought to have for holy Things. 
But he thinks to make the Caſe plainer 
by a Compariſon, let us, ſays he, take a Parallel 
in the other Sacrament ; and ſuppoſe that dipping 
or ſprinkling were made a Form of Admiſſion into 
any Civil Corporation, (as it was of Proſelytes, eſ- 
pecially Females amongſt the Jews) the very Eſ- 
fence of that Sacrament conſiſts in admitting Per ſons 
Members of the Church, which is a Body corporate, 
Jack then whether this would be, not only a leſſen- 
ing and an abuſe of that Action, but alſo a moſt hei- 
and impious Profanation of it? I anſwer in my 
Opinion, and of all Men in their Senſes, it would 
not; no more than once among the Jews; but 
why ſhould it? Becauſe, ſays he, Mater is applied 
in that very Inſtance, wherein the Eſſence of that 
Sacrament (meaning Baptiſm) conſiſts; which is the 
Admiſſion of Per ſons into a Viſible Body, Now here 
is a Sophiſm, uon Cauſe, pro Cauſa, For neither 
does the Eſſence of Baprifi conſiſt in ſuch Ad- 
miſſion, for this is only an Effect of it, but in 
baptizing Perſons with Water, In the Name of 
the father, aud of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, as 
5 | our 
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our Church plainly teaches, (vid, Miniſtration of 
tivate Baptiſm) nor if it did, would ſuch a civil 
ſe of it be in it ſelf ſinful, more than formerly 
it was a Sin in the Egyptians, Scythians, &c. to 
circumcize their Children; not Sacramentaly as 
the Jews; but traditional), or upon Natural and 
Political accounts. But how is it my Lord's 
Zeal againſt an harmleſs Cuſtom leads him into 
our Enemies Quarters, and to fight their Bat- 
tles, however averſe to them in outward Profeſſi- 
on. For kas he forgot, that this is one of the 
prime Arguments inſiſted on by Enthuſiaſts againſt 
ſeveral of our Rites, and Religious Uſages ;”that 
they are often applied to prophane or civil Uſe 5 
and in particular, that not only the Action of 
Drinking; but the whole Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper is by the Teſs At made a Charatteriſtick 
of a Party; a State Engine to ſerve mean _ 
unworthy Purpoſes. . | 
Upon the whole therefore, I think, I may 
modeſtly ſay in his words, no more need be ſaid: 
upon this Subject for the Convi#ion of his L—d-p. 
(tor I am perſuaded he is alone in his Opinion) 
or of any other, being in a Diſpoſition to be Con- 
vinced, Such as are ſelfj-will'd and abound in 
their own Senſe, there is no help for them, they 
muſt live and die, full of themſelves, and their own 
Opinion, p. 16, 
The Remainder of this Diſcourſe, bating 
ſome Faſhionable Scandal, is laid out in remo- 
mg 
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 ving Objeckions, which my Lord apprehiends; 
maybe made againſt the Affirmative of the Au- 


ftion, or the Doctrines he here advances. They 
are allowed to be at leaſt Ne. And bring ſup- 
poſed by his I dp fo many propable Ar gu- 
ments againſt his fingle Tent h. are, one wou'd 
think enough to turn the Scale to the other ſide. 
For Ten to One is great odds. His L-—d—p 
has ſcarce theTython his ſide, and that. I dare ſay, 
like one of our Piggs, the pooreſt of all the Lit-- 
ter, One thing more I dare venture to ſay, this 
is the moſt. ualucky Self evident Truth, I ever 
met with, that has fo many Objections againſt 
it; all it's Evidence is on the Contrary, I ſhall: 
not undertake at preſent to vindicate the Force 
or Pretence of every Objection. But as to the 
Folutions given to the moſt material of them, the 
Reader, I hope will find them ſufficiently obvi- 
ated in what is already ſaid. Ia a word, let one 
remember, That Drinking to our Lord's Memary 
the Kacrament, is not the ſame ordinary Ci 
Action of drinking to any other Dead or Living, 
and then there's n harm . his hard 70 $008 
__ no Bones. | . | 


* hall tion 1 the whole with a 
word or two (vith all poſſible Defference to my 
Lord's Character) by way of Inference, from 
what is here offered againſt the Sinſulneſs of 


Drinking to the Memory of Deceaſed Perſons. 
| For 
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_—_ For if it be ngo Sin to do ſo, As has been long 
Cuſlomary, (perhaps as long as drinking ſociably) 
or it his Arguments do not prove it fuch, what 
then is like to be the Reward ot all his 
Pains and Teal to fill honeſt. mens Minds with 
roundleſs Scruples, and Superſtitious Fears? 

Or what is no leis hlameableadminiſter Occaſion 
to Prophane and Infidel Perſons to make Merry 
with Holy Things? The Approbation and Ap- 
plauſe at; a gend and faithful Servant he has no 
reaſon to expect. Becauſe he has acted beſide 
or beyond his Commi ſſion, which empowers him 
only to preach the Goſpel, aud declare the Wil of 
his Lord. And that to make any thing Sixful oro 
ligatory in it's own nature, which his Great Ma- 
ſter has not made ſo. This indeed is, to ſpeak 
in his own, not in the Name of Jeſus Chriſt ; 
which my Lord knows: is plainly forbidden in 
thoſe Cautions of our Lord to His Apoſtles and 
Diſciples, not to affect to be called Fathers, Ma- 
ſters or Rabbies Matt 27. 8 Not to dick ate or 
preſcribe, as the Rabbies and Scribes and Heads 
of Colleges amongſt the Jews were wont to do 
with a Magiſterial Air, and as cf their own In- 
fallibility. For One is your Maſter, © namely 
Chriſt, and One your Father in Heaven, He alone 
has Legiſlative Authority, and can give Laws 
to Men's Conſciences, and ſay abſolutely'what is, 
and what is not Sin. Hence it ſeems is that 
75 Caution 
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Caution of St. James 3 chap. 1. My Brethren, be 
not many. Maſters, dns that we ſhall receive 
the greater Condemnation, and more plainly that 
of St. Peter, (1 Epiſt. 5. 3. not at being Lords 0- 
ver Gods Heritage, not to impoſe and enjoyn Duties, 
as by an abſolute Right, or inherent Power ; 
but as the Servants of God, recommending Ver- 
tue as Examples to the Flock, © bt: 

This is the Crime our Lord lays to the Ch arge 
of the Scribes. and Lawyers amongſt the Jews, 
and denounces theſe hearty woes agaitſt ——— 
Mut. 23. 4. and Mark 7.) Wo unto you Scribes, 
Phariſees and Hypocrites. And for what Reaſons, 
becauſe they laid beauy Burthens on mens hon lders, 
and taught for doctrines, (for Divine Precepts) the 
Commandments of men. Made thoſe” things ſin- 
ful, which God had not made ſo, and pretended 
His Authority in matters, which. He had left 
indifferent. Which is nothing leſs than Impo- 
ſtare, where the Religion of the Father, the com- 
mon Reaſon of Mankind, and the Revelation of 
His Son is ſilent; there we ought to be hlent al- 
fo, And not teach what we have not received, 
leaſt we be found Lyars. For it is a leſs Crime, 
to Command what He does not Require, than 
to Forbid, and teach men not to do what He 
has Commanded. For his Authority is equally 
contemn'd in both. But our Lord ſays, Mat. 
5. 19. that he who does the one, ſhall be leaſt in 
the kingdom of Heaven, When then {hall we 

| plead 
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plead inExcuſe for the other? But if this be done 
upon private Views, or to ſerve a Turn. What 
can be greaterPretumption.and Hypocrifie 2 Ig- 
-norance may extenuate ſome Errors , but this! is a 
direct Contempt of God. 

1 will not ſay the Matter in hand ann 
Marks of Hypocriſie, nor can I ſay, it has an 
Marks of Charity, For to fill up the Interſtices of 
Senſe, and Periods otherwiſe void of Meaning, 
with odious Characters, and invidious Suggeſtions 
and Inſinuations, never happens for want os Ma- 
lice, and Prejudice. 

The Perſons ſuppos'd to. drink this Health, 
never thought Criminal, however Unſesſonable 
before, are not only charg d with Hypocriſie, 
and Impiery i in the moſt aggravating Terms; they 

Axe alſo repreſented, as the moſt FaQtious  Diſloyal 
Rebellious Part of God's Creation, *Tho they - 
prove «themſelves of one Communion, i. e. of the 
Eſtabliſn'd Church; yer, are ſaid, to ſpeak, and act 

- through their whole Life in Favour of another; to 
write and expoſe it on all Occaſions, and to run into 


* all Meaſures for the Encouragement, and ſupport 


of Separation. If they honour the Memory of K. 

n, and erect Statues to him; who can tell, 

but tis with a diſloyal and faBious Deſ ien, p. 5. 

And the Thought is ſo natural, that People cannot 

« belp imagining that this is adering dead 155 by 
Ma of rebelling againſt the Living. pe 37. 

| A would ask a Man of ordinary Senſe, nd 

E common 
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common Honefty, what could be ſaid worſe of 
them; had they, been: every Day convicted of 
Riots and Treacherous Correſpondencies 2 Had 
they been noted for ſeditious Prattiſes, and ob- 
ſtructing the common Courſe of Juſtice, had they 
Form'd DangerousDcſigns againſt the State, daily 
excite Mobbs, and publickly outrag'd the Laws? 
But what in God's: Name are the real 
1 unfeigned Crimes of theſe Men? And who 
- are they? Why truly they are none other, than 
the whole Prateſtant Body of the Nation, HHigh 
and Low, Rich and Poor, Old and Voung, (except 
Few born ſince 688. and a few more, who have 
no hopes, but in new Revolutions.) And their 
great Crime is, I dare ſpeak it out, that as other 
good Chriſtians, they ſometimes meet together, 
tolenjoy themſelves according to the Councilof 
the Mſe Man: To. rejoyce in that Securety and 
Happineſs, they now poſſeſs under the beſt of 
EES. And when thus met together, they 
never forget Thoſe, to whom under God they owe 
all, but from the Hottom of their Hearts drink 
the Queen's Health, and after that perhaps to the 
(Glorious: Memory of K. Wm, ſometimes. com- 
paring their: preſent Sun- ſhine with. the Clouds 
and Darkneſs of 1688. what hardſhips many of em 
ſuffer' d, and what Dangers and Ruin then hung 
N over them all: Or bi g provoked with the Con- 
tumelious Terms of - Presbyterians and Whiggs ; 


un they very well remember, were of 
the 
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the ſame Signification with Proteſtants and Here- 
ticks, and promifcuouſly us'd by the Popiſh Rabble, 
Which is anotherAggravation of their Guilt, they 
repeat or perhaps join theſeTwo Healths together, 
in a prophane Imitation of the plain Primitive 
Chriſtians, who when reproach'd &divided by the 
Infidels, for worſhiping a Crucified Saviour; lift- 
ed up their hands in the Form of a Croſs. (not 
concealing, it with Popiſh Superſtition or Policy 
in their Boſoms, ) to ſhew to all the World they 
were not aſham'd of what they ador'd. This is 
the perpetual, noifie,clamorous Sounding of the Prai- 
ſes of a Dead Monarch, which his L—d—p up- 
braids them with, as having a Semblance at leaſt 


of ſacrificing to. by Ghoſt, And which, he ſays, 


muſt have a malignant Influence upon the Loyalty 


of unwary Subjects. (I hope he does not ſpeak ex- 


perimentaly) and naturally diſpoſe them to Faction 
and Sedition. He knows that matter beſt, and 
therefore I will make no other Reply to this, 


and all other Suggeſtions of the ſame Kind, a i 


artfully interſpers'd up and down this whole Dif. 
courſe, than what was found written on a Bun- 
dle of Papers, as tis ſaid, in the Study of the late 
good Arch-Biſhop Tillotſon ; ; Theſe are all Libels, 
God forgive em. 0 
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